ciently heeded.
' Of course, we all know the CIA’s\".
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REVIEW & OUTLOOK

" The SpookBusters

The Central Intelligence Agency
still don't get no respect. It was -
bashed by the American left for trying
to stop the flow of Soviet arms into :
Nicaragua. It was bashed again by
the same people for not preventing the |
embassy bombing in Beirut by an- 1
other set of U.S. enemies. o

In both cases the CIA  had - per-
formed better than anyone has a right
10 expect after the abuse heaped upon
it the past decade. Its nerve in mount-
ing even a timid operation in Central
America was commendable, given the
political risks that soon made them-
selves evident. And, as we learned
last week, the CIA did warn of the
Beirut bombing, identified the cul-
prits, but, tragically, was not suffi- )

probiem. Its key role in implementing
U.S. efforts to contain Soviet expan-
sionism has for years made it the No.
1 target of the left at home and
abroad. The most interesting thing
about the Beirut flap was a sign or
two that moderate Democrats are see- :
ing less political profit in joining the :
far left-in CIA-bashing. i
This was evidenced in the hullaba- .
loo raised by President Reagan's
speech at Bowling Green University in
Ohio just after the Beirut bombing. He
said, in essence, that ‘terrorist dan-
gers are harder to spot because U.S.
intelligence agencies lost a lot of their
field agents when they were under ,
heavy political attack in the 1970s. Hu-

man intelligence (called “Humint™ in © .

the spook trade) was downgraded in |
favor of electronic spying. It was de-
cided that ‘‘spying is somehow dis-
honest and Jet's get rid of our intelli-
gence agents—and we did that to a
large extent,” Mr. Reagan said.

- These remarks were interpreted as

a scapegoating attack on former Pres-
ident Carter, even though Mr. Carter
wasn't mentioned. Sen. Daniel Moy-
nihan of the Senate Intelligence Com-
_mittee was enraged. Mr. Reagan
called Mr. Carter and explained that
he was talking about a long-running
process, not something that happened
only in the Carter administration.

That was a nice thing to do, since

Mr. Carter's political career was de-
stroyed in part because of inadequate
intelligence about the true personality
of the Ayatollah Khomeini (something
a good field agent might have unco-
vered). And indeed, Mr. Carter was
only partly, not totally, to blame.

+“The undermining of U.S. intelli-

gence dates back to the Church com- |
mittee hearings of the early 1970s. -
The panel—of which former Sen. Wal-
ter Mondale was a member, assisted
by his current foreign-policy adviser
David Aaron—was a politically moti-
vated witch hunt that mainly revealed
that the CIA and the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, which conducts coun-
terintelligence, had been doing what
they were ordered to do by successive
presidents. The investigations seri-
ously eroded morale in the intelli-
gence agencies and earned them the
mistrust of existing. and potential
agents abroad, not to mention allied
intelligence agencies. Somie disclo-
sures of sensitive intelligence infor- °
mation suggested to agents that they

could easily be ‘‘burned.” . '

President Carter codified many of
the Church committee biases into law
with an executive order to intelligence
agencies that was long on don’ts-but
woefully short on what these agencies
were expected to do. His CIA chief,
Adm. Stansfield Turner, systemati-
cally slashed-the agency’s Humint op-
erations. :

!
|
i

* have so far been careful not to leave !

It's true, as Mr. Carter has re-
cently emphasized, that spending on
intelligence was increased in 1979, But |
little of that money went to rebuild |
Humint. The additional funds were |
appropriated mainly for satellites to |
monitor Soviet compliance with SALT
agreements. Although Mr. Carter's !
SALT II agreement was never rati- |
fied, those funds weren't wasted. The I
satellites have been a big help in dis- |
covering Soviet SALT violations. }

"Mr. Reagan's efforts to rebuild in-
telligence have had  more support
from Democrats than they themselves
care to admit. Congress in 1982 passed
a law making- it a felony to willfully
disclose the name of U.S. intelligence
agents, thus giving some protection
against the deliberate “burning” of
agents that was then delighting Amer- |
ican leftists. Even those congressmen |
who -posture about Centra] America |

CIA-aided anti-communists totally out |
in the cold. |
The agency still has a long climb to |
make before it can provide the kind of
intelligence that has become so vita]
to U.S. security in this age when the
country:s enemies operate mostly un- -
derground, dealing in arms, drugs
and terror. But as these enemies be-
come more dangerous, the agency
Mmay start to get the kind of respect
and support that it needs. '
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